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Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2aM This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 C D 11 453 O G 213 
Disposition of Claims ■ ■ . 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1^22 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
10]ra The drawing(s) filed on l/|l/ofe/are: ^accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)Q approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicants' arguments, filed 19 June 2002, have been fully considered by they are not 
deemed to be persuasive. Rejections and/or objections not reiterated from previous office 
actions are hereby withdrawn. The following rejections and/or objections are either reiterated or 
newly applied. They constitute the complete set presently being applied to the instant 
application. 

Drawings 

The formal drawings submitted 17 January 2002 have been reviewed and are acceptable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AJPA) do not apply to the examination of this application as the application being examined 
was not (1) filed on or after November 29, 2000, or (2) voluntarily published under 35 U.S.C. 
122(b). Therefore, this application is examined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment 
by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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Claims 1-22 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Green et al. 
(US 6,303,303 Bl). Applicant submits that the examiner's assessment of the invention of Green 
as applied to the instant application is an over-generalization and does not consider the specific 
language of the pending claims. Specifically, applicant asserts that the instant claims disclose 
experimental data traces at specific time locations determined from the reference sequence and 
that the reference sequence is co-electrophoresed with the experimental sequence for comparison 
purposes. 

However, applicant clearly does not disclose "specific time locations" in the instant 
claims. All that is disclosed includes "sampling the experimental DNA sequence data trace(s) at 
time points". Green et al. also clearly disclose methods for analysis of DNA sequence traces 
wherein experimental data is compared fea reference trace taken at a time location. The analysis 
further includes normalization of spacing between peaks using a second order polynomial 
function to give a corrected time scale. The normalized peak is used to identify and number 
peaks in the experimental trace for later decoding into sequence data. As such, Green et al. 
anticipate the pending claims. 

Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In reLongi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
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provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 

CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 21 and 22 rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-14 of U.S. Patent No. 6,303,303 Bl. 
Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
because they appear to describe the same apparatus, having the same functions, for the same 
purposes. The apparatus of Green et al. can perform all of the limitations set forth in the instant 
application. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

No claim is allowed. 



Inquiries 
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Papers related to this application may be submitted to Technical Center 1600 by facsimile 
transmission. Papers should be faxed to Technical Center 1600 via the PTO Fax Center located 
in Crystal Mall 1. The faxing of such papers must conform with the notices published in the 
Official Gazette, 1096 OG 30 (November 15, 1988), 1 156 OG 61 (November 16, 1993), and 
1 157 OG 94 (December 28, 1993) (See 37 CFR § 1.6(d)). TheCMl Fax Center number is either 
(703) 308-4242, or (703) 308-4028. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lori A. Clow, Ph.D., whose telephone number is (703) 306-5439. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 10am to 6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's ■ 
supervisor, Michael P. Woodward, Ph.D., can be reached on (703) 308-4028. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to Patent Analyst, Bill Phillips, whose telephone number is (703) 305-3419, 
or to the Technical Center receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0196. 



„ MARYK.ZEMAN 




September 23, 2002 f^O (fa ^ | 

Lori A. Clow, Ph.D. 
Art Unit 1631 



